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Matroidal Structure of Generalized Rough Sets based
on Symmetric and Transitive Relation
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Abstract. Rough sets are efficient for data pre-process in data mining.Lower
and upper approximations are two core concepts of rough sets. This paper stud-
ies generalized rough sets based on symmetric and transitive relation from the
operator-oriented view by matoidal approaches. We firstly constructs a matroidal
structure of generalized rough sets based on symmetric and transitive relations,
and provides an approach to study the matroid induced by a symmetric and tran-
sitive relation. Secondly, this paper establishes a close relationship between ma-
troids and generalized rough sets. Approximation quality and roughness of gen-
eralized rough sets can be computed by the circuit of matroidtheory. At last, a
symmetric and transitive relation can be constructed by a matroid.

Keywords: generalized rough sets; matroid; circuit; union of matroids; upper and
lower approximation

1 Introduction

Rough set theory was originally proposed by Pawlak [7,8] as atool for dealing with
the vagueness and granularity in information systems. Thistheory can approximately
characterize an arbitrary subset of a universe by using two definable subsets called lower
and upper approximation operators [1]. Now, with the fast development of rough sets in
recent years, it has already been applied in fields such as knowledge discovery [2], ma-
chine learning, decision analysis, process control, pattern recognition and many other
areas.

The core concepts of generalized rough sets are lower and upper approximations
based on relations on a universe. There are mainly two approaches for development
of the rough set theory, the constructive and axiomatic approaches. In constructive ap-
proaches, lower and upper approximation operators are constructed from the primitive
notions, such as binary relations on a universe, partitionsof a universe, neighborhood
systems; while the axiomatic approach, which is appreciatefor studying the structures
of rough set algebras, takes the lower and upper approximation operators as primitive
notions. By taking advantage of these two approaches the rough set theory has been
combined with other mathematical theories such as fuzzy sets, algebraic theory, topol-
ogy and matroids. Specifically, the establishment of matroidal structures of rough set
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may be much helpful for some problems of rough sets such as attribute reduction and
axiomatic in rough sets.

The concept of matroid was originally introduced by Whitney[3] in 1935 as a gen-
eralization of graph theory and linear algebra. The concepts and results of matroids
were widely used in other fields such as algorithm design, combinatorial optimization
and integer programming. Especially, the matroids providewell-established platforms
for greedy algorithms. Since matroids appear in different mathematical branches, we
can give explanations of matroidal structures in differentmathematical backgrounds,
then matroidal approaches plays a crucial role in other mathematical branches such as
graph theory, linear algebra and rough sets[5].

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, some basic con-
cepts and properties related to binary relations, generalized rough sets and matroids are
introduced. In Section 3, a matroidal structure of generalized rough sets based on sym-
metric and transitive relations is constructed. Moreover,we also explore the properties
of the matroid induced by a symmetric and transitive relation. In Section 4, the lower
and upper approximations of generalized rough sets based onsymmetric and transitive
relations are described by circuits of matroids and an approach to generate a symmetric
and transitive relation by a matroid is provided. Finally, Section 5 concludes this paper.

2 Background

In this section, we review some fundamental definitions and results of generalized
rough sets and matroids.

2.1 Relations on a set

In this subsection, we present some definitions and properties of binary relations
used in this paper. For detailed descriptions and proofs of them, please refer to [9].

Definition 1. (Binary relation) LetU be a set,U × U the product set ofU andU . Any
subsetR of U × U is called a binary relation onU . For any(x, y) ∈ U × U , if (x,
y) ∈ R, then we sayx has relation withy, and denote this relationship asxRy.

For anyx ∈ U , we call the set{y ∈ U | xRy} the successor neighborhood ofx in
R and denote it asrR(x).

Throughout this paper, a binary relation is simply called a relation and it is defined
on a finite and nonempty set. The relation and its properties play important roles in
studying generalized rough sets.

Definition 2. (Symmetric relations) LetR be a relation onU . If for any x, y ∈ U ,
y ∈ rR(x) ⇒ x ∈ rR(y), then we sayR is symmetric.

Definition 3. (Transitive relations) LetR be a relation onU . If for anyx, y, z ∈ U ,
y ∈ rR(x) andz ∈ rR(y) ⇒ z ∈ rR(x), then we sayR is transitive.



2.2 Generalized rough sets

In this subsection, we present some definitions and results of generalized rough sets
used in this paper. In this paper, we mainly study the generalized rough sets based on
symmetric and transitive relations. For detailed descriptions about generalized rough
sets, please refer to [13,15,16,17,18].

Definition 4. (Approximation space) LetR be a relation on a universeU . We call the
ordered pair(U , R) an approximation space.

Definition 5. (Generalized rough set) LetR be a relation on a universeU . A pair of
approximation operatorsR, R: 2U → 2U , are defined as follows: for allX ∈ 2U ,

R(X) = {x ∈ U | rR(x) ⊆ X},
R(X) = {x ∈ U | rR(x)

⋂
X 6= ∅}.

They are called the lower approximation operator and the upper approximation opera-
tor, respectively. For allX ∈ 2U , if R(X) 6= R(X), thenX is called aR−generalized
rough set. Otherwise,X is called aR−precise set.

Theorem 1. LetR be a relation on universeU . For all X ∈ 2U ,
(1)R is symmetric⇔ X ⊆ R(R(X)) ⇔ R(R(X)) ⊆ X .
(2)R is transitive⇔ R(X) ⊆ R(R(X)) ⇔ R(R(X)) ⊆ R(X).

In fact, Theorem 1 reveals the relationships between the properties of relation and
approximation operators. In other words, whether a relation is symmetric(transitive) or
not, we could give the answer through the approximation operators.

Definition 6. (Approximation quality and roughness [7]) LetR be a relation on uni-
verseU . For all X ∈ 2U , the approximation qualityαR(X) and roughnessρR(X) of
X can be defined as follows:

αR(X) = |R(X)|

|R(X)|
,

ρR(X) = 1− αR(X).

2.3 Matroids

Matroid theory was established as a generalization, or a connection, of graph the-
ory and linear algebra. This theory was used to study abstract relations on a subset,
and it uses both of these areas of mathematics for its motivation, its basic examples,
and its notation. With the rapid development in recent years, the matroid theory has al-
ways become an effective mathematic tool to study other mathematic branches. In this
subsection, we present definitions, examples and results ofmatroids used in this paper.

Definition 7. (Matroid [4]) A matroid is an ordered pairM = (U, I) consisting a
finite setU , and a collectionI of subsets ofU with the following three properties:
(I1) ∅ ∈ I;
(I2) If I ∈ I, andI ′ ⊆ I, thenI ′ ∈ I;
(I3) If I1, I2 ∈ I, and|I1| < |I2|, then there existse ∈ I2 − I1 such thatI1

⋃
{e} ∈ I,

where|I| denotes the cardinality ofI.
Any element ofI is called an independent set.



Example 1.Let U = {a, b, c}, I1 = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {a, c}, {b, c}} andI2 = {∅,
{a}, {b}, {c}, {a, b}, {b, c}}. Clearly,I1 andI2 satisfy the independent set axioms of
matroids. Hence(U , I1) and(U , I2) are matroids, respectively.

Definition 8. (Dependent set [4]) LetM = (U , I) be a matroid. IfX /∈ I, then we
sayX is a dependent set ofM .

Definition 9. (Circuit [4]) Let M = (U , I) be a matroid. A minimal dependent set in
M is called a circuit ofM , and we denote the family of all circuits ofM byC(M).

Example 2.(Continued from Example 1) The family of dependent sets of(U , I1) is
{{a, b}, {a, b, c}} and the family of dependent sets of(U , I2) is {{a, c}, {a, b, c}}.
Hence, the family of circuits of(U , I1) and(U , I2) areC1 = {{a, b}} andC2 = {{a,
c}}, respectively.

Theorem 2. (Circuit axiom [4]) LetM = (U , I) be a matroid andC = C(M) , then
C satisfies the following three properties:
(C1)∅ /∈ C;
(C2) IfC1, C2 ∈ C andC1 ⊆ C2, thenC1 = C2;
(C3) If C1, C2 ∈ C, C1 6= C2 ande ∈ C1

⋂
C2, then there existsC3 ∈ C such that

C3 ⊆ (C1

⋃
C2)− {e}.

Theorem 3. [4] Let U be a nonempty and finite set andC a family of subsets ofU . If
C satisfies (C1), (C2) and (C3) of Theorem 2, then there existsM = (U , I) such that
C = C(M).

According to the above theorem, we see a matroid can be determined by its circuits.

Definition 10. (Normal matroid [4]) LetM = (U , I) be a matroid. If
⋃
I = U , then

we callM is a normal matroid.

Example 3.(Continued from Example 1) It is easy to prove the following results:

⋃
I1 = {a, b, c} = U ;⋃
I2 = {a, b, c} = U .

Hence, the matroids(U , I1) and(U , I2) are two normal matroids.

Definition 11. (Union of matroids [4]) LetM1 = (U , I1) andM2 = (U , I2) be two
matroids. Then we define the union ofM1 andM2 as follows:
M1 +M2 = (U , I1 + I2), whereI1 + I2 = {I1

⋃
I2 | I1 ∈ I1, I2 ∈ I2}.

Theorem 4. [4] If M1 andM2 are two matroids onU , thenM1 +M2 is a matroid.

Example 4.(Continued from Example 1) According to Example 1 and Definition 11, it
is easy to compute

I1 + I2 = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {a, b}, {a, c}, {b, c}, {a, b, c}}

Clearly,I1 + I2 satisfies the axiom of matroid, i.e.,(U , I1 + I2) is a matroid.



3 Structure of generalized rough sets

In this section, we establish a matroidal structure for generalized rough sets based
on a symmetric and transitive relation, and study some properties of the matroidal
structure. In [6,10,11,12] some approaches to generate matroidal structures of Pawlak’s
rough sets and covering-based rough sets were proposed, respectively. Now, we pro-
pose an approach to generate a matroidal structure of generalized rough sets based on
symmetric and transitive relations.

Definition 12. LetR be a symmetric and transitive relation onU . We can defineC(R)
as follows: for allx, y ∈ U ,

C(R) = {{x, y} | x 6= y, y ∈ rR(x)}.

Proposition 1. If R is a symmetric and transitive relation onU , thenC(R) satisfies the
circuit axioms of matroids.

Proof. We need to proveC(R) satisfies (C1), (C2) and (C3) of Theorem 2. According
to Definition 12, for allC ∈ C(R), |C| = 2. Thus∅ /∈ C(R) and (C1) holds. For all
C1, C2 ∈ C(R), |C1| = |C2| = 2. If C1 ⊆ C2, thenC1 = C2 and (C2) holds. Let
C1, C2 ∈ C(R), C1 6= C2 ande ∈ C1

⋂
C2. Without losing generality, letC1 = {x1,

e} andC2 = {x2, e}, wherex1 6= x2. According to Definition 12,e ∈ rR(x1) and
e ∈ rR(x2), sinceR is symmetric and transitive, thenx1 ∈ rR(x2). SupposeC3 = {x1,
x2}, thenC3 ∈ C(R) andC3 ⊆ (C1

⋃
C2) − {e}. ThusC(R) satisfies (C3). To sum

up,C(R) satisfies the circuit axioms of matroids.

Suppose there exists a matroidM such thatC(M) = C(R), then we sayM(R) =
(U , I(R)) is the induced matroid byR.

In fact, according to Theorem 3, Definition 12 and Proposition 1, we find that a
symmetric and transitive relation on a universe determinesa matroid. In other words,
a matroidal structure of generalized rough sets based on symmetric and transitive rela-
tions can be constructed.

Example 5.Let U = {a, b, c} andR = {(a, a), (a, b), (b, a), (b, b)} a symmetric
and transitive relation onU . According to Proposition 1, thus there exists a matroid
M(R) = (U , I(R)) induced byR, where

C(R) = {{a, b}},
I(R) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {b, c}, {a, c}}.

Proposition 2. If R be a symmetric and transitive relation onU andM(R) = (U ,
I(R)) the matroid induced byR, thenM(R) is a normal matroid.

Proof. According to Proposition 1, for allC ∈ C(R), then|C| = 2. In other words, for
all x, then{x} ∈ I(R). Thus

⋃
I(R) = U , i.e.,M(R) is a normal matroid.

Example 6.(Continued from Example 5) The matroid induced byR is M(R) = (U ,
I(R)), whereI(R) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {b, c}, {a, c}}. Since

⋃
I(R) = {a, b,

c} = U , thusM(R) is a normal matroid.



Proposition 3. LetR be a symmetric and transitive relation onU andM(R) = (U ,
I(R)) the matroid induced byR. If C1, C2 ∈ C(R), e1 ∈ C1 −C2 , e2 ∈ C2 −C1 and
C1

⋂
C2 6= ∅, then there existsC3 ∈ C(R) such thate1, e2 ∈ C3 ⊆ C1

⋃
C2.

Proof. Let C1, C2 ∈ C(R). Without losing generality, letC1 = {x, e1} andC2 = {x,
e2}, wheree1 /∈ C2, e2 /∈ C2 andx 6= e1 6= e2. SinceR is a symmetric and transitive
relation, thuse2 ∈ rR(e1). SupposeC3 = {e1, e2}, thenC3 ∈ C(R) ande1, e2 ∈ C3 ⊆
C1

⋃
C2.

Proposition 4. Let R1 and R2 be two symmetric and transitive relations onU . Let
M(R1), M(R2) andM(R1

⋂
R2) be the matroids induced byR1, R2 andR1

⋂
R2,

respectively. ThenI(R1) ⊆ I(R1

⋂
R2) andI(R2) ⊆ I(R1

⋂
R2).

Proof. SinceR1

⋂
R2 ⊆ R1 andR1

⋂
R2 ⊆ R2, according to Definition 12, then

C(R1

⋂
R2) ⊆ C(R1) and C(R1

⋂
R2) ⊆ C(R2). According to Definition 8 and

Definition 9, C(R1) ⊆ 2U − I(R1), C(R2) ⊆ 2U − I(R2) and C(R1

⋂
R2) ⊆

2U − I(R1

⋂
R2), thereforeI(R1) ⊆ I(R1

⋂
R2) andI(R2) ⊆ I(R1

⋂
R2).

Example 7.LetU = {a, b, c, d} be a universe.
LetR1 = {(a, a), (a, b), (b, a), (b, b), (a, c), (c, a), (b, c), (c, b), (c, c)}
andR2 = {(a, a), (a, b), (b, a), (b, b), (a, d), (d, a), (b, d), (d, b), (d, d)} be two
symmetric and transitive relations onU , respectively.
ThenR1

⋂
R2 = {(a, a), (a, b), (b, a), (b, b)} is a symmetric and transitive relation.

M(R1) = (U , I(R1)), M(R2) = (U , I(R2)) andM(R1

⋂
R2) = (U , I(R1

⋂
R2))

are induced byR1, R2 andR1

⋂
R2, respectively. Then

I(R1) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {d}, {a, d}, {b, d}, {c, d}};
I(R2) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {d}, {a, c}, {b, c}, {c, d}};
I(R1

⋂
R2) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {d}, {a, c}, {a, d}, {b, c}, {b, d}, {c, d}, {b, c, d},

{a, c, d}}.
Hence,I(R1) ⊆ I(R1

⋂
R2) andI(R2) ⊆ I(R1

⋂
R2).

In fact, the intersection of symmetric and transitive relations is also a symmetric and
transitive relation. Hence, a matroid can be generated by the intersection of symmetric
and transitive relations.

Example 8.Let U = {a, b, c} andR1 = {(a, a), (a, b), (b, a), (b, b)}, R2 = {(a, a),
(a, c), (c, a), (c, c)} be two symmetric and transitive relations onU . ThenM(R1) =
(U , I(R1)) andM(R2) = (U , I(R2)) are the two matroids induced byR1 andR2,
respectively. WhereI(R1) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {a, c}, {b, c}}, I(R2) = {∅, {a}, {b},
{c}, {a, b}, {b, c}}. Hence,M(R1)+M(R2) = (U , I(R1)+I(R2)) is a matroid and
I(R1) + I(R2) = 2U .

Example 9.(Continued from Example 8) LetM(R1)×M(R2) = (U , I(R1)
⋂
I(R2)).

ThenI(R1)
⋂
I(R2) = {∅, {a}, {b}, {c}, {b, c}}. According to Definition 7, it does

not satisfy (I3), thus ordered pair(U , I(R1)
⋂
I(R2)) is not a matroid.

The above example indicates that the intersection of independent set families of two
matroids may be not an independent set family of a matroid.



4 Generalized rough sets based on matroids

The lower and upper approximation operators are the core concepts of rough sets.
In [14] and [19], the authors proved the existence and uniqueness of a certain binary
relation for an algebraic operator with special properties. In this section, for a symmetric
and transitive relation on a universe, we use the circuits ofthe matroid induced by the
relation to represent the lower and upper approximations ofthe generalized rough sets.

Proposition 5. LetR be a symmetric and transitive relation onU andM(R) = (U ,
I(R)) the matroid induced byR. For all X ∈ 2U ,

R(X) = (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅})

⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)},

R(X) = (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x, y} ∈ C(R) → {x,

y} ⊆ X)})
⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}

⋃
{x ∈ X | rR(x) = ∅}.

Proof. According to Definition 1, we need to prove (1){x ∈ U | rR(x)
⋂

X 6= ∅} =
(
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅})

⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)} and (2){x ∈ U | rR(x) ⊆

X} = (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x, y} ∈ C(R) → {x, y} ⊆ X)})

⋃
{x ∈ X |

x ∈ rR(x)}
⋃
{x ∈ X | rR(x) = ∅} hold.

(1) On one hand, if for anyx1 ∈ (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅})

⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈

rR(x)}, thenx1 ∈ {x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)} or x1 ∈
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅}. If

x1 ∈ {x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}, thenx1 ∈ X andx1 ∈ rR(x1), i.e.,x1 ∈ {x ∈ U |
rR(x)

⋂
X 6= ∅}; if x1 ∈

⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅}, then there existsx2 6= x1

such that{x1, x2} ∈ C(R) and{x1, x2}
⋂
X 6= ∅. Hence,rR(x1)

⋂
X 6= ∅. Thus

(
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅})

⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)} ⊆ {x ∈ U | rR(x)

⋂
X 6= ∅}.

On the other hand, for anyx1 ∈ {x ∈ U | rR(x)
⋂
X 6= ∅}, there existsx2 ∈ X

such thatx2 ∈ rR(x1). If x1 6= x2, then{x1, x2} ∈ C(R) andx1 ∈
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) |

C
⋂
X 6= ∅}; if x1 = x2, thenx1 ∈ {x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}. Therefore,{x ∈ U |

rR(x)
⋂

X 6= ∅} = (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | C

⋂
X 6= ∅})

⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)} holds.

(2) On one hand, for anyx1 ∈ (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x, y} ∈ C(R) →

{x, y} ⊆ X)})
⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}

⋃
{x ∈ X | rR(x) = ∅}, x1 ∈

⋃
{C ∈ C(R) |

∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x, y} ∈ C(R) → {x, y} ⊆ X)} or x1 ∈ {x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}
or x1 ∈ {x ∈ X | rR(x) = ∅}. If x1 ∈

⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x,

y} ∈ C(R) → {x, y} ⊆ X)} and for all{x1, x2} ∈ C(R), then{x1, x2} ⊆ X ; if
x1 ∈ {x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}, thenx1 ∈ rR(x1); if x1 ∈ {x ∈ X | rR(x) = ∅}, then
rR(x1) ⊆ X andx1 ∈ {x ∈ U | rR(x) ⊆ X}. ThusrR(x1) ⊆ X , i.e.,x1 ∈ {x ∈
U | rR(x) ⊆ X}. Therefore,(

⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x, y} ∈ C(R) → {x,

y} ⊆ X)})
⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)} ⊆ {x ∈ U | rR(x) ⊆ X} holds. On the other

hand, for anyx1 ∈ {x ∈ U | rR(x) ⊆ X}, rR(x1) ⊆ X . For all x2 ∈ rR(x1), if
x1 = x2, thenx1 ∈ {x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)}; if x1 6= x2, then{x1, x2} ∈ C(R) and
{x1, x2} ⊆ X , i.e., x1 ∈

⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x, y} ∈ C(R) → {x,

y} ⊆ X)}. Therefore,{x ∈ U | rR(x) ⊆ X} = (
⋃
{C ∈ C(R) | ∀x∀y(x ∈ C ∧ {x,

y} ∈ C(R) → {x, y} ⊆ X)})
⋃
{x ∈ X | x ∈ rR(x)} holds.

To sum up, we have already finished the proof of this proposition.

The above proposition presents that the lower and upper approximation operators
of generalized rough sets based on symmetric and transitiverelations can be described



by the circuits of matroids. Therefore, we can compute the approximation quality and
roughness of generalized rough sets by the circuits of matroid.

Example 10.Let U = {a, b, c, d, e, f} be a universe andR = {(a ,a), (a, b), (b,
a), (b, b), (a, d), (d, a), (b, d), (d, b), (d, d), (c, c), (e, e)} a symmetric and transitive
relation onU . SupposeX1 = {a, b, c, e, f} andX2 = {a, c, d}, then the lower and
upper approximations, approximation quality and roughness of X1 andX2 could be
computed as follows, respectively.

(1) According to Definition 5 and Definition 6, sincerR(a) = {a, b, d}, rR(b) = {a,
b, d}, rR(c) = {c}, rR(d) = {a, b, d}, rR(e) = {e}, rR(f) = ∅, thenR(X1) = {c, e,
f},R(X1) = {a, b, c, d, e}, αR(X1) =

|R(X1)|

|R(X1)|
= 0.6, ρR(X1) = 1−αR(X1) = 0.4;

R(X2) = {c, f}, R(X2) = {a, b, c, d}, αR(X2) = |R(X2)|

|R(X2)|
= 0.5, ρR(X2) =

1− αR(X2) = 0.5.
(2) According to Proposition 5 and Definition 6, sinceC(R) = {{a, b}, {a, d}, {b,

d}}, thenR(X1) = {c, e, f}, R(X1) = {a, b, c, d, e}, αR(X1) = |R(X1)|

|R(X1)|
= 0.6,

ρR(X1) = 1 − αR(X1) = 0.4; R(X2) = {c, f}, R(X2) = {a, b, c, d}, αR(X2) =
|R(X2)|

|R(X2)|
= 0.5, ρR(X2) = 1− αR(X2) = 0.5.

In fact, according to Proposition 5, we know the lower and upper approximation
operators of generalized rough sets based on symmetric and transitive relations can be
described by the circuits of matroids induced by symmetric and transitive relations.
Thus according to Theorem 1, we can describe some propertiesof a symmetric and
transitive relation by the circuits of the matroid induced by this relation.

Definition 13. LetM = (U , I) be a matroid. We can define a relationR(M) as fol-
lows:

R(M) = {(x, y) ⊆ U × U | {x, y} ∈ C(M)}
⋃
{(x,x), (y, y)}.

Proposition 6. If M = (U , I) is a matroid, then the relationR(M) is symmetric and
transitive.

Proof. According to Definition 13, for allC = {x1, y1} ∈ C(M), thus(x1, y1) ∈ R.
Since{x1, y1} = {y1, x1}, then(y1, x1) ∈ R and symmetry ofR holds. For all{x1,
y1} ∈ C(M) and{y1, z1} ∈ C(M), according to the (C3) of Theorem 2, thus(x1,
z1) ∈ R. Therefore, the transitivity ofR satisfies.

In fact, the above proposition shows how to construct a symmetric and transitive
relation by a matroid.

Example 11.LetU = {a, b, c, d, e, f} be a universe andM = (U , I) a matroid onU .
If C(M) = {{a, b}, {a, c}, {a, e}, {b, c}, {c, f}, {e, f}}, according to Proposition 7,
then the symmetric and transitive relationR(M) induced byM is as follows:

R(M) = {(a, a), (b, b), (c, c), (e, e), (f , f), (a, b), (b, a), (a, c), (c, a), (a, e), (e, a),
(b, c), (c, b), (c, f), (f , c), (e, f), (f , e)}.



In Section 3, we have already proved the union of matroids is amatroid. Now, in
following proposition we will explore the relationships between the symmetric and tran-
sitive relation generated by the union of two matroids and the two relations generated
by these two matroids, respectively.

Proposition 7. LetR1 andR2 be two symmetric and transitive relations onU . If the
matriodsM(R1) andM(R2)were induced byR1 andR2, respectively, thenR(M(R1)+
M(R2)) is an empty relation.

Proof. According to Definition 11 and Definition 13, it is easy to prove C(M(R1) +
M(R2)) = ∅. Hence,R(M(R1) +M(R2)) is an empty relation.

Example 12.(Continued from Example 8) According to Example 8, we have already
knownI(M(R1)+M(R2)) = 2U . Therefore,C(M(R1)+M(R2)) = ∅ andR(M(R1)+
M(R2)) is a empty relation.

5 Conclusions

In this paper we construct the matroidal structure of a symmetric and transitive
relation on a nonempty and finite set. Firstly, we use properties and results of the gen-
eralized rough sets to study the properties of the matroid induced by a symmetric and
transitive relation. Secondly, we represent the lower approximation operator and up-
per approximation operator by the circuits of the matroid induced by a symmetric and
transitive relation. Finally, a symmetric and transitive relation can be generated by a
matroid.
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